
March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washingto~ DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Bluford Communications Magnet PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to deterriline whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry'S rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to detennine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

(Y\Q9 f0Ct~
Greensboro, North Carolina
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Your letter must be received by AprilB, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Coml11unications Commission
I') I <J M Strcet N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
I>F/l f~i~ktX

I am (we arc) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the f'T.t1r (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless. .

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1\)19 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the I).t·e . P. T S fI, (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997, The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless. .

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

· That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State



SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC
Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 2055-1-

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are' n' g on behalf of the National PTA and the (Ioca council, dis-
trict, or sta ~o voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating syste 1 as pr ented by Jack
Valenti, Chal the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and TifJorld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment 011 an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely.

Your Name
Town. State
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SAMPLE LElTER TO THE FCC
Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 S r-'_ A~ .r~
I OlA'f~.)1

~'e are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the &ncyro£+ (local, council, dis-
~ state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequendy during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State
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drews Elementary P.T.A.
TX. 78374

e~::~; a t(ommi~ione~
al commumca~;~mission

,eStreet N.W., Room 222
,~ington, DC 20554

Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
~~

iCS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Th'letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the AndrewsElementary",PJ'A of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
inte~pret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on

" nt information about the program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
. irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and

aSk that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. 'Ve request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed On the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and thafitinc=lude parents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of par

luated by independent research to determine



rews Elementary P.T.A.
TX. 78374
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Chair",n Hundt and Commissioners:

,.CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Th ({letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the AndrewsiEle....ry"PTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
inte~ret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on

1\nt information about1he program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and

that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. \Ve request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominentlYP~~.. 9D*bescreen.
and appear more frequently during the course of the program; .

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and tlllt'1t"incltlde parents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of par

luated by independent research to determine



drews Elementary P.T.A.
TX. 78374
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Chairll'lln Hundt and Commissioners:
f;

CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Th, i:etter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andrews*&~tlleJRiFy*,pTAof
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
o',the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
s~reen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
inte ret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on

Jlt information about-the program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
·rements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and

"that the FCC not approve the industryts rating system. \Ve request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently pl~~ontbescreen,

and appear more frequently during the course of the program; . .... .

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and tltitNlf~ift'cIUdeparents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of par

Andrews Elemen,tt6'
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drews Elementary P.T.A.
TX. 78374

Chair.,n Hundt and Commissioners:

"CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Th/letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andrews*BlVttliRtilry'iPTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on

,;r"nt information about the program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
"... irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and

ask that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. \Ve request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently phl~~)9Jl~be screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC andtlflf"lt'fWtlllde parents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of par

Andrews Elemel\t6'
our children an,

luated by independent research to determine
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drews Elementary P.T.A.
TX. 78374

FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and

that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

.
,teed H:n;• <nm~i:Sinners

,,' I cnmmunlea~~mm"SlOn
."iStreet N.W., Room 222

'ngton, DC 20554

Tb :fletter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the AndrewS",IMem&lt8ryPTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on tbe TV
sheen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
i"ste1ipret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on

.flt information abouHhe program.

Cbairqn Hundt and Commissioners:
~..

lCS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently plJl~ on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC andth't(1t~lncludeparents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of par

luated by independent research to determine
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hair"!n Hundt and Commissioners:

CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
i
'if

Thy #Ietter is written on behalf ofthe National PTA and the Andrewg,Elementary'PTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
otJhe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
s~reen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
i~,te ret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on

nt information about1he program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine wbether the industry's rating system has met statutory
irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and

that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed o~the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets tbe needs of par

luated by independent research to determine



drews Elementary P.T.A.
TX. 78374

oed Hun;. ~..m"!i:Si.ner,
I commuDlca~;~mISSlon

, Street N.W., Room 222
'i'fngton, DC 20554

ChairIUan Hundt and Commissioners:
'i'-

It

iies Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Thletter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andrewsf>Elellt_tary~P:rAof
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
"i~nt information about-the program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and

". that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominentlYPlace4;~.9-thescreen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program; .

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and tbilfifiltehtde parents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of par

luated by independent research to determine



cz
(1)0_.





~. '7 .

CituA-rVVAlJ 7f lJ'd J./uA~t (LOO[ /--e G C6~'7LVt'<l)
,j/ /I " /-' .

C/o tiri.tJ'(cd LC7J'1/)11A.£?tU:aLL-£T!..',Li W~~-V

II 919 ,J1.Jftd III 1/) I £(,~ z,::L~

fJt1'<2iU7f1£)L I /) e ,,{{'55"!
;

1

j;J (CU-u (l.!LtiU-1/Yl.iU)'LJ rlcA../1ol-i. {LrJ c{ 6?:n~/{COJ ..<.v7t..VvJ-I ;

I
! (

iKE' L5 /)e;c I![.; i ;(/0. 91· :r5/ I·-:-C t. C; 'i . jLj

I
~ (Lnu {U.1~j {IlL L-uA tfJ; {? t.{-L -:;k.;{U7rd PTA

0Ali eM.. !ii,£.rX'l1 {Uf1;'Jl/{.ftUe-y jJrA t:t// ,/VVccUJ /~r
{~;o(;rv/turrllJ (tr./ bt-L. t/-(/A~i /z,aZ?~ ~/t-~ a~,

R·.b:2<4Lf-f{l ../y Yt£-eJ:. //;Ll/~<... r (lttl/-'c tf d:-t TI/

~o1-"1';7'--,~n<-fl/{1'11Ircrakcr.vflO'j'l-j fA c)a,U&lJuj /1,

j! 991, /Ilt /dll{ 1ut ,i:JL/IYcb.£ ( {ill ,111&:. 71/ 4>f iLAJ dl!-fdj

110';f P'd/?·L/{it. ,,JIA..//( U~'<:i /-1 ('tli t' ~,f I//?/3~:P/c2.tX.tf)t)~

(da t ptur. tlLiAV (1/1./) //tzaItt cit t~0LO}(d ['d/'-(!11l / t/A.Cfjf

IL~ tW/z~;oA..({lLL r(/1)1.0r-e!.JH./JU,;;f ,,;1"(/2 dLuAJ
1 ',./, .' /) 'd ,l ~ " C , I _ f

j(!h.uJuu..-lU. r'OAjJC;{,u (iC.(/.j00i"'I tA/c:L/'l-/ f/l(~ -Ttl {.I'yi.C(-i7y

0-/C4i. tc~ fJ'~ JI..f tui {L·t w.!.Lc' <1-/ Ic/z f/t.t /~~ e.l(fdu'.~u,

(Ltr./ jrJ<llflf' JjJtt/FC/ /L!(tl//ct (~'/icrdt {l:JC/f/Jz{.tl:)2j

It'~ ~{i1(u~ (J/)Ci-~; ,;/'e.!j' d" {4G ,P/AUcq'/ ,d",
ILiff{ T tMAJ/ / V ,Jc1A..Y(Y,(/£!GP(1A t:;L {/.-<l...! (F 02/~ (J
! J ' No. of Copies rec'd, _

List ABCOE

"!Lx reG ; (l..1jltlu)/ t.,L. )U!iiI1Jdd frl'- (l/t/ t-m/in2j'
{



'l')/)/I/J~'1'2/!fIl".J;}.. Jrr.~.7W!rt... · . ';:,/./{ Yu" ,. "~', _' _, I - I

/yn~:1J -w
, /

( j) "
'7y};njJ J iIrr-

J j

'/'l>';n't//7j l.r flJZ'l yl<-('f(IYJtl7/7'1 /7/?) /.7Ul.l 11~L

~f2~'Jt(/rJ;2JI)l ;;-0/:;2; o/????fl 1jJ j/12Y~:J7/;'7' ~llV 1 ) ,;rdr:;j
.~r)·/-l?<W!t::?/P 'trnl~l.~l;}·~2J ~#Zf:ZJfjvU/J1 O(l IcrnP'C.jl,Vi:! !)/)

7'/T'J/74/f) .-i'JZ. ~J1/'-'J7ll(/dJ.~ Ul 71I?h rnyf

1 1 ),'/7JYhY(/,r:llj'mlJl,J Pil -IYmTp'
--I-q )l]7?#}'y- JUI2-tv' ~~'-;(J/trlrh} )JUl} 1,rv?IVJ;/ lV7 Ul Pn Vld:

~Y?-I:-:r7PJ1l,N~'I--,n/_r'?'J?';// 1,'/I:{/J/}Yl.-?'7;J·/I.'J' ?",r}Vl)/1;// ,hi ?- /11 ))'IP" '1/~, ~/ -,' ..-,,/ ~"I ~ /..:'/ 1 v',- .. ::"/,..tll <-' l t.' 1//,,, {/ (.J I 1/', . '.' ',' 'i ~/(/ /
,. (I - , , ;~-

II/I 7t] ,}(171-/;711l-?l2/ i y:; f-l] r7 ,i ~t}:oIt~· ift:??Jv 1'71:)

/11--1';1// /{;rz..u/ ;rvJrJiFJ;fY ..lj :'7Y7)/''-?-7J~/)1./'//1'/).1l/'11/J:J /PP­
~:/Y7? j7077.7'( 7A/J;J// '?JrV///1 v 7VYjJtv ,7,U iFf? / fJ(t

:e~J1.-I!/~/ Ij-/) 7 ,pI/V (-4-0//1i(l ;:I)(/:)} ()1//J.;J )j (j-;?) l/.JllJiJ1;l

U-/}Jc, (tT:FY7/':0'11;0 /1'7/)) ,/,)l)17 1'7/'U;--£";/;-Y(/IYl1 J<V
'iX(:yr}J1P'1../J-!0·7 ,lJ/??Y.:7c) r---;?-}~:ljZ/'7/ /2///::'//1//) / llJ/) rJ.{rfJ ell1/<

~ 1

tJl~-7J··tJl(· !J p/? );JC )l'Ll/ lCJlJ?rt;JfP( :,)t2jTyJ 'P)/ /i
,

'(~f/;J,2 oht;i c&l}l-P'7(;;'I-'7/?IA~f) <J/7
{hd.P·~r7o'(} ,,!-o'U/ ';)//;1 (1r:;- IIIp p7J ):7(.1'7) 1?(>"r7:hJl)

(7{,t-3.,lr/l(Y (7/) tYl flYl'?J',ln:Y /---:f/U/iJ77 f'.. ":!J6b/ /-;7 .)/)"'7'
Y ,/ ' f, jl I (' I V

(17l/.:J?;n?)?J/?7U411£?'.J /) t:':/ rrl- p,1 ('Of-;IrJ7J/}7(i7T()17( JfZJJl-lrf'{[jt/' /7M//
r' if?-' t. .. ;! . ..' "'.. I

-----tj/P!~ (lIIIJ,:jr(/ ','{'/)1)) pi (JrY171? /7(;/) ')lfj (J,. )7jj..) Vi /}
i/



f-

SOOO Timber Ridge Road • Marietta, Georgia 30068 • 640-4808

PTA
March 14, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M StreetNW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
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I am writing ro voice my opposition to the v"Chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The ratin& symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fiUl, conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides infonnation to parents
about the content ofprograms. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choi~ themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• The FCC require a V"Chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to detennine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~/J_~_. -.;;.....~_--'Mu..:.:-.·.f~~~~·~NQ~.QfC~QPies;o:u.l;iLrec~'d ~Q=..__•.1).o ListABCOE ~
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March 14, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
Office ofthe Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov
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RE: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing La voice my opposition to the v-cl1ip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV progranuning for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterJRoper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides infonnation to parents
about the content ofprograms. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choi~ themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

------~-'~-()-7--~ ...~----r--~~t----:=lt=:""----:N"':".O-.-Of':""C~o-p-ie-s-rec-'d--r~---\.
r" Us, ABCDE --- ~..



Marth 18,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Fcdcra1 Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-~, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the local PTA chapter at Dr. W.J. Crccl Elementary
School in Melboumc, Florida. to voice my opposition to the v-ehip rating system as prcscntcd by
Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen docs not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent prefcrcncc: for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World&pot't. and Media Studies Ccntcr/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to intmpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the scrc:cn and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so andask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry'S rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for languagc)~

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger. more prominently placed on the screen.
and appear more frequently during the COW'SC ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents~
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine ifit meets the needs ofthe parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec'd__O_­
List ABCDE



March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:,

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Franklin Twp PTA ofWarren County, NJ to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major sUIVeys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhehning parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

* That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifit meets· the
needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

fllfL,~. &u~ t---fLg~1.,

Pf~6' NT
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:,

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Franklin Twp PTA ofWarren County, NJ to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

* That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifit meets the
needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Bluford Communications Magnet PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fan which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content ofprograms were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincer

Janet Steelman 0
1102 Monticello St. N f C
Greensboro, NC 27410-3642 .0. ° opies rec'd______..... list ABCDE '-----



That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include

No. of Copies rec'd
List A8CDE

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

R.E: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

,..-------------- -------------------_.---------

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system Instead, we
request the following:

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

you for this opportunity to comment on _this issue that is so important to children
and families.

hairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street NW Room 222
,Washington DC 20554

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system
.' Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content informatio
about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and Ufor
language).

lam writing on behalf ofthe National PTA and Rapid Valley PTA to voice my oppositio.
q the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valent~ Chair ofthe TV Rating

Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The Rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what
is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which

i·!demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, US

,News and World Report and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV
industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices

,themselves based on content information about the program Any rating system without
<content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is

'" useless.



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

March 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Oak Grove Elementary School PTA to voice
my oppoSition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what !s best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
folJowing:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and l (for
language):

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it indude
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

~o. of Copies rec'd 0
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